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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed on 8/9/07. 

2. Claims 1 - 21 are pending in the case. Claims 8-21 have been elected for 
examination at this time. Claims 8 and 15 are independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 8-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alston et al. (US 20020165936 A1), and further in view of Helgeson et al. (US 
20020049749 A1). 

5. Regarding independent claim 8, Alston et al. teach that subscribers are 
presented with a list of predefined page templates from which subscribers may choose 
to customize their Web sites (paragraph block 0060), which meet the limitation of 
retrieving a specified template for producing a desired report; 

Alston et al. teach that each predefined page template within a section is 
specified by subscribers by their providing the same input and output parameters 
(paragraph block 0061), which meet the limitation of determining from said specified 
template a set of parameters required to produce said desired report; 
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Alston et al. teach that the process engine contains logic and rules on how 
certain business services should be processed. For example, using the branding 
information and configuration information defined via the administration application, the 
process engine runs the underlying engine or logic to process orders, for example, 
stores the order record into the appropriate database , updates the counts available, and 
the like (paragraph block 0045), which meet the limitation of for each parameter in 
said set, selecting a screen for providing a user interface through which a value 
can be established for said parameter, and embedding business rule enforcement 
logic in said selected screen; and, 

Alston et al. teach that each site flow definition, as selected by a subscriber, 
enables the e-commerce channel to maintain and determine the state of the Web page 
currently being presented to a user. This is important in ensuring that a customer may 
move from page to page in a subscriber's Web site without fear of loosing transactional 
information. For example, certain state information concerning a customer's session 
must be preserved as the customer visits pages (paragraph block 0056), which meet 
the limitation of saving each of said selected screens in a report definition 
configured to produce a report while executing said embedded business rule 
enforcement logic to enforce the business rules in respect to values established 
for corresponding ones of the parameters in the set. 

Alston et al. do not explicitly teach the business rule enforcement logic 
enforcing business rules for accessing data in a database. 
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Helgeson et al. teach that Model pages are responsible for producing an XML 
representation of the content of the page. This content typically comes from executing 
complex business logic (e.g., running database queries) (paragraph block 0772), which 
meet the limitation of the business rule enforcement logic enforcing business rules 
for accessing data in a database. 

Because both Alston et al. and Helgeson et al. teach methods of processing 
business logic, it would have been obvious ton one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to substitute one method for the other to achieve the predictable result 
of processing business logic in order to access data in a database. 

6. Regarding dependent claim 9, Alston et al. teach that based on the branding 
information supplied by the subscriber, particularly the flow, the on-demand site 
application knows what Web pages are to be presented to the user and in what order 
(paragraph block 0082), which meet the limitation of storing an order of presentation 
for said selected screens in said report definition. 

7. Regarding dependent claim 10 ; Alston et al. teach that each site flow definition, 
as selected by a subscriber, enables the e-commerce channel to maintain and 
determine the state of the Web page currently being presented to a user. This is 
important in ensuring that a customer may move from page to page in a subscriber's 
Web site without fear of loosing transactional information. For example, certain state 
information cpncerning a customer's session must be preserved as the customer visits 
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pages. The different predefined flows from which a subscriber makes selections must 
be programmed such that customer session state information is available for needed e- 
commerce processing regardless of the route used by the customer to arrive at a 
processing page (paragraph block 0056), which meet the limitation of retrieving said 
report definition; rendering each of said selected screens in said stored order; 
collecting parameter values for said parameters in said set through said rendered 
screens while limiting said parameter values according to said embedded 
business rule enforcement logic; and, generating said report based upon said 
collected parameter values. 

8. Regarding dependent claim 11, Alston et aL teach that certain state information 
concerning a customer's session (such as shopping basket information and product 
searches) must be preserved as the customer visits pages. The different predefined 
flows from which a subscriber makes selections must be programmed such that 
customer session state information is available for needed e-commerce processing 
regardless of the route used by the customer to arrive at a processing page (paragraph 
block 0056), which meet the limitation of identifying session state data through said 
rendered screens; processing said session state data to limit data input through 
form fields in said screens; and, accepting data input through said form fields to 
establish said parameters. 
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9. Regarding dependent claim 12, Alston et al. teach that rules, constraints, and 
default values may be defined to limit the configuration combinations that may be 
selected and searched by customers. Each attribute may be ranked (an "attribute 
order"), as desired by the subscriber (paragraph block 0072), which meet the limitation 
of identifying an end user through said session state data; limiting a range of data 
which can be accessed in said report based upon an identity of said end user as 
processed through said embedded business rule enforcement logic; and, 
reflecting said limited range of data through data input restrictions applied to said 
form fields in said screens. 

10. Regarding dependent claim 13, Alston et al. teach that the process engine of 
the e-commerce channel is a set of software applications that uses the branding 
information and the configuration information, and other appropriate data stored in the 
central e-commerce channel, to handle a business service provided by the e-commerce 
system (paragraph block 0045), which meet the limitation of saving said report for 
subsequent reuse. 

1 1 . Regarding dependent claim 14, Alston et al. teach that the process engine 
contains logic and rules on how certain business services should be processed. For 
example, using the branding information and configuration information defined via the 
administration application, the process engine runs the underlying engine or logic to 
process orders, for example, stores the order record into the appropriate database, 
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updates the counts available, and the like (paragraph block 0045), which meet the 
limitation of loading said saved report; determining session state data for an end 
user loading said saved report; applying at least one business rule comparable to 
a business rule reflected in said embedded business rule enforcement logic to 
said session state data; and, modifying said saved report to enforce said at least 
one comparable business rule. 

12. Regarding claims 1 5 - 21 , the claims incorporate substantially similar subject 
matter as claims 8-14 and re rejected along the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 8-21 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Doug Hutton whose telephone number is 571-272-4137. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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